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To the REA DTR. 


FN the following Trae J propoſe, 

Firſt, To lay down and examine 
the "oy Doctrines of the Church of 
Roms ; Secondly, To ſhew the natu- 
ral tendency of a few of thoſe Doc- 
trines: And that with all the Plain- 


neſs and all the calmneſs I can. 
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POPERY CALMLY CONSIDERED. 


S EK G TIN 


_ the Church, and the Rule of Faith. 


HE Papiſts judge it neceſſary to Salration, 
to be ſubject to the Pope, as the one viſible 
Head of the Church, 

But we read in Scripture, that Chriſt is the head 
of the Church, from whom the whole body is fitly zoin- 
ed together : Col. ii. 10. The Scripture does not 
mention any viſible head of the Church: Much leſs 
does it mention the Pope as ſuch: And leaſt of all 
does it ſay, that it is neceſſary to ſalvation, to be 
ſubject to him. 

2. The Papiſts ſay, The Pope is Chriſt's Vi Icar, 
St. Pete;'s Succeſſor; and has the ſupreme power on 
earth over the whole Chuch. 

We anſwer, Chriſt gave no ſuch power to St. Peter 
himſelf. He gave no Apoſtle pre-eminence over the 
reſt. Yea, St. Paul was ſo far from acknowledging 

St. Peter's Supremacy, that he withſtood him to the 
face, (Gal. ii. 11.) and aſſerted himſelf, not to be 
behind the chief of the Apoſiles. 

Neither is it certain, that St. Peter was Biſhop of 
Rome : No, nor that he ever was there. | 

«© But, they ſay, Is not Rome the Mother, ad 
therefore the Miſtreſs of all Churches? 
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We anſwer, No. The word of the Lord went forth 


From Feruſalem. There the Church began, She 


therefore, not the Church of Rome, is the mother of 
all Churches. | 5 

The Church of Rome, therefore, has no right to 
require any perſon to believe what ſhe teaches on 
her ſole authority. | 

3- St. Paul ſays, All Scripture is given by Inſpiration 
of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for 
correction, for inſiruction in righteouſneſs, that the man 
of God may be perfeft, throughly furniſhed unto all good 


The Scripture therefore being delivered by men 


_ divinely inſpired, is a rule ſufficient of itſelf; So it 


neither needs, nor is capable of, any farther addition. 
Vet the Papiſts add Tradition to Scripture, and re- 
quire it to be received with equal veneration. By 
Traditions they mean, ** Such points of Faith and 
Practice as have been delivered down in the Church 
from hand to hand without writing.” And for many 
of theſe they have no more Scripture to ſhew, than 
the Phariſees had for their traditions. 
4+ The Church of Rome not only adds Tradition 
to Scripture, but ſeveral entire books; namely Tobit 
and Judith, the Book of Wiſdom, Ecclefiaſticus, Ba- 
ruch, the two Books of Maccabees, and a new part of 
Eftber and of Daniel: Which whole books, ſays 
the Church of Rome, whoever rejects, let him be 
accurſed.” | | 
We anſwer, We cannot but rejet them. We 
dare not receive them as part of the holy Scriptures. 
For none of theſe books were received as ſuch by the 
Ferwihh Church, to whom ere committed the Oracles of 
God. Rom. iii. 2. Neither by the Antient Chriſtian 
Church, as appears from the fixtieth Canon of the 
Council of Laodicca : Wherein 1s a Catalogue of the 
books of Scripture, without any mention of theſe. 
g. As the Church of Rome on the one hand, adds 
to the Scriptures, ſo on the other ſhe forbids the 
People to read them. Yea, they are forbid to read 
ſo much as a Summary or Hiſtorical Compendium 
of them in their own tongue. 
Nothing 


TSF 

Nothing can be more inexcuſable than this. 
Even under the Law, the people had the Scriptures 
in a tongue vulgarly known. And they were not 
only permitted, but required to read them; yea, 
to be conſtantly converſant therein, Deut. vi. 6, &c. 
Agreeable to this, our Lord commands to Search the 
Scriptures: And St. Paul directs, that his Epiſtle be 
read in all the Churches, 1 Theſſ. v. 27. Certainly 
this epiſtle was wroe in a tongue which all of them 
underſtood. | 

But they ſay, „If people in general were to read 
the Bible, it would do them more harm than good.“ 
Is it any honour to the Bible to ſpeak thus ? But 
ſuppofing ſome did abuſe it, is this any ſufficient 
reaſon for forbidding others to uſe it? Surely no. 
Even in the days of the Apoſiles, there were ſome 
unſlable and ignorant men, who wrefted both St. Paul's 
Epiſtles, and the other Scriptures to their own dgſlruction. 
But did any of the Apoſtles, on this account, forbid 
other Chriſtians to read them? You know they did 
not: They only cautioned them, Not to be led arvay by 
the error of the wicked, And certainly the way to 
prevent this, is not to keep the Scriptures from 
them: (For they avere written for our learning :) But 
to exhort all to the diligent peruſal of them, leſt they 
ſhould err, not knowing the Scriptures by tn 
6. But ſeeing the Scripture may be miſunder- 
ſtood, how are we to judge of the ſenſe of it? How 
can we know the ſenſe of any Scripture, but from 
the ſenſe of the Church?! 

We anſwer, 1. The Church of Rome is no more 
the Church in general, than the Church of England 
is, It is only one particular branch of the Catho- 
lic, or Univerſal Church of Chriſt, which is the 
Whole body of Believers in Chriſt, ſcattered over 
the whole earth. 2. We therefore ſee no reaton, 
to refer any matter in diſpute, to the Church of 
Rome, more than any other Church : Eſpecially as 
we know neither the Biſhop nor the Church of Rome, 
is any more infallible than ourſelves. 3. In all caſes, 
the Church is to be judged by the Scripture, not 
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the Scripture by the Church. And Scripture is 
the beſt Expounder of Scripture. The beſt way 
therefore to underſtand it, is carefully to compare 
Scripture with Scripture, and thereby learn the true 


meaning ol it. 


. 


Of Repentance and Obedience, 


1. HE Church of Rome teaches, „That the 
deepeſt Repentance or Contrition, avails 
nothing without Confeflion to a Prieſt: But hat 
with this, Attrition, or the fear of Hell, is ſufficient 
to reconcile us to God, = 
This is very dangerouſly wrong, and flatly con- 
trary to Scripture, For the Scripture ſays, A bro- 
ken and contrite Heart, thou, O God, wilt not deſpiſe» 
Pf. li. 17. And the ſame texts which make Contri- 
tion ſufficient without Confeſlion, ſhew that Attri- 
tion even With it is ſufficient, Now as the former 
Doctrine of the Inſufficiency of Contrition without 
Confeſſion, makes that neceſſary which God has 
not made neceſſary, ſo the latter, of the ſufficiency 
of Attrition with Confeſſion, makes that unneceſſary 
which God has made neceſſary. Bu | 

2. The Church of Rome teaches, ** That Good 
Works truly merit eternal Life.“ 

This is flatly contrary to what our Saviour teach- 
es: When ye have done all thoſe things that are com- 
manded you, ſay, We are unprofitable ſervants : we 
have done that which ⁊uas our duty to do. Luke xvii. 
10. A Command to do it, Grace to obey that 
Command, and a far more exceeding and eternal weight 
of glory, mult for ever cut off all pretence of Merit 
from all human Obedience. | 

3. That a man may truly and properly merit 
Hell, we grant, although he can never merit Hea- 
ven. But if he does merit Hell, yet according to 
the Doctrine of the Church of Rome, he need never 
go there. For. the Church has power to grant 
him an Indulgence, which remits both the Fault and 
the Puniſhment,” Some 


„ 

Some of theſe Indulgences extend only to ſo many 
Days; ſome to ſo many Weeks. But others extend 
to a Man's whole Life. And this is called, a Pe- 
xary Indulgence. | x 

Theſe Indulgences are to be obtained, by going 
Pilgrimages ; by reciting certain prayers: or (which 
is abundantly the moſt common way) by paying the 
ſtated price of it. | 

Now can any thing under Heaven be imagined 
more horrid, more execrable than this? Is not this 
a manifeſt proſtitution of Religion to the baſeſt pur- 
poſes? Can any poſſible method be contrived, to 
make Sin more cheap and eaſy? Even the Popiſh 
Council of Trent acknowledged this abuſe, and con- 
demned it in ſtrong terms. But they did not in any 
degree remove the Abuſe which they acknowledged, 
Nay, two of the Popes under whom the Council fat, 
Pope Paul the Third and Julius the Third, pro- 
ceeded in the fame courſe. with their Predeceſſors, or 
rather exceeded them. For they granted to ſuch of 
the Fraternity of the Holy Altar, as viſited the Church 
of St, Hilary of Cbarires, during the fix Weeks of 
Lent, ſeven hundred and ſeventy-five thouſand, ſe- 
ven hundred years of Pardon. 5 „ 

4. This miſerable doctrine of Indulgences is 
founded upon another bad Doctrine, that of Works 
of Supererozation. For the Church of Rome teaches, 
That there is “ an overplus of Merit in the Saints; 
and that this is a treaſure committed to the Church's 
euſtody, to be diſpoſed as ſhe ſees meet.“ ia” 
But this doctrine is utterly irreconcileable with 
the following Scriptures. The ſufferings of the preſent 
time are not worthy to be compared with the glory that 
ball be revealed in us. Rom. viii. 18. And, Every 
one of us ſhall give an account of himſelf to God. 2 Cor. 
iv. 17. For if there be no compariſon betwixt the 
| Reward and the Sufferings, then no one has Merit 
to transfer to another. And if every one muſt give 
an account of himſelf to God, then no one can be 
ſaved by the Merit of another. But ſuppoſe there 
ere a ſuperabundance of Merits in the Saints, yet 
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we have no need of them, ſeeing there is ſuch an in- 


finite value in what Chriſt hath done and ſuffered 


for us: Seeing He alone hath by one offering perfefted 


for ever them that are ſanctiſied. Heb. x. 14. 

5. But where do the ſouls of thoſe go after death, 
who die in a ſtate of Grace; but yet are not ſuffici- 
ently purged from fin, to enter into heaven? 

The Church of Rome ſays, * They go to Purga- 
tory, a purging fire near Hell, where they continue 
till they are purged from all their fins, and ſo made 
meet for Heaven.“ 1 

Nay, that thoſe who die in a ſtate of Grace, go 
into a place of torment, in order to be purged in the 
other world, is utterly contrary to Scripture. Our 
Lord ſaid to the penitent thief upon the croſs, Yo 
day ſhalt thou be with me in paradiſe. Now if a pur- 
gation in another world were neceſſary for any, he 
that did not repent and believe till the laſt hour of 


his life, might well be ſuppoſed to need it : And 


conſequently ought to have been ſent to Purgatory, 


not to Paradiſe. | 


6. Very nearly a-kin to that of Purgatory, is the 
Doctrine of Limbus Patrum. For the Church of 
Rome teaches, that ** Before the Death and Reſur- 


rection of Chriſt, the ſouls of good men departed, 


were detained in a certain place, called Limbus Pa- 
trum, which is the uppermoſt part of Hell. The 
lowermoſt, they ſay, is the place of the Damned: 
Next above this, is Purgatory: Next to that, Lim- 
bus Tnfantum, or the place where the Souls of Infants 
are.” * 

It might ſuffice to ſay, there is not one word of 
all this in Scripture. But there is much againſt it. 


We read that Elijah was taken up into Heaven (2 


Kings 11. 11.) And he and Moſes appeared in glory. 
(Mart. xvii. 2.) And Abraham is repreſented as in 
Paradiſe, (Luke xvi. 22) the blefſed abode of Good 
Men in the other world. Therefore none of theſe 


were in the Limbus Patrum. Conſequently if the 


Bible is true, there is no ſuch place. 


SECT, 
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Of Divine I orſhip. 


I. HE Service of the Roman Church conſiſts 
| of Prayers to God, Angels, and Saints; of 
Leſſons, and Confeſſions of Faith. 

All their Service is every where performed in the 
Latin tongue, which is no where vulgarly under- 
Rood. Yea, it is required, and a curſe is denounced 
againſt all thoſe who ſay, it ought to be performed 
in the vulgar tongue, 

This irrational and unſcriptural practice, deſtroys 
the great end of Public Worſhip. The end of this 
is, the Honour of God in the edification of the 
Church. The Means to this end 1s, to have the 
Service fo performed as may inform the mind and 
increaſe Devotion. But this cannot be done by that 
Service which is performed in an unknown tongue. 

What St, Paul judged of this, is clear from his 
own words. V know not the meaning of the voice, 
(of him that ſpeaks in a public afſembly) he that 
 Jpeaketh ſhall be à barbarian to me, 1 Cor. xvi. 11. 

Again, {f thou ſhalt bleſi by the Spirit (by the gift of 
an unknown tongue) how fhall the unlearned ſay, 
Amen ? ver. 16. How can the people be profited 
by the Leſſons, anſwer at the Reſponſes, be devout 

in their Prayers, confeſs their Faith in the Creeds, 
when they & not underſtand what is read, prayed, 
and confeſſed? It is manifeſt then, that the having 
any part of Divine Worſhip in an unknown tongue, 
is as flatly contrary to the Word of God, as it is to 
Reaſon, | : 

2. From the Manner of Worſhip in the Church of 
Rome, proceed we to the Objefts of it. Now the 
Romanifts worſhip, beſides Angels, the Virgin Ma- 
ry, and other Saints. They teach, that Angels in 
particular are to be worſhipped, 1 and 

yed to.“ And they have Litanies and other 
Propers compoſed for that purpoſe. | 
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In flat oppoſition to all this, the words of our 
Saviour ate, Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God, 
and him only ſhalt thou ſerve. To evade this, they 
ſay, The worſhip we give to Angels, is not the 
ſame kind with that which we give to God.“ Vain 
words! What kind of worſhip is peculiar to God, 
if Prayer is not? Surely God alone can receive all 


our Prayers, and give what we pray for. We ho- 


nour the Angels, as they are God's Miniſters ; but 


we dare not worſhip or pray to them. It is what 


they themſelves refuſe and abhor. So when St. 


John fell down at the feet of the Angel to worſhip him, 


he ſaid, See thou do it not. I am thy fellow-ſervant x 


Worſhip God! Rev. xix. 10. 


5. The Romani/?s alto worſhip Saints. They pray 
to them as their Interceſſors. They con feſs their 
Sins to them: they offer incenſe and make vows 
to them. Vea they venerate their very Images and 
Relics. 7 | 

Now all this is directly contrary to Scripture. 
And firſt, the worſhipping them as Interceſſors. 
For as there is but One God to us, tho there are gods 
many and lords many: So, according to Scripture, 
there is but One Interceſſor or Mediator to us, (r 
Cor. viii. 5.) And ſuppoſe the Angels or Saints in- 


tercede for us in heaven, yet may we no more wor- 


ſhip them, than becauſe there are gods many on earth, 


we may worſhip Them as we do the true God, 


The Romaniſis allow, There is only one Medi- 
ator of Redemption but fay, There are many 
Mediators ot Interceſſion.“ We anſwer, The Scrip- 
ture knows no difference between a Mediator of In- 
terceſſion and of Redemption. He alone av/o died 
and roſe again for us, mates Interceſſion for us at the 
right hand of God. And he alone has a right to our 
Prayers, nor dare we addreſs them to any other. 

4. The Worſhip which the Romaniſt, give to the 
Virgin Mary, is beyond what they give either to 
Angels or other Saints, In one of their public 


Offices, they ſay, Command thy Son by the right 


of a Mother,” They pray to her, to looſe the 


bands 
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bands of the guilty, to bring light to the blind, to 
make them mild and chaſte, and to cauſe their hearts 
to burn in love to Chriſt. 

Such Worſhip as this cannot be given to any 
Creature, without groſs, palpable Idolatry, We 
the blefled Virgin, as the Mother of the 
Holy Jeſus, and as a perion of eminent piety, But 

are not give Worſhip to her; for it belongs to 
God alone. | 

Meantime we cannot but wonder at the application 
which the Church of Rome continually makes to her, 
of whoſe Acts on Earih the Scripture fo ſparingly 
ſpeaks, And it fays nothing of (what they ſo pom- 
poufly celebrate) her Aſſumption into Heaven, or 
of her Exaltation to a throne above Angels or Arch- 
angels. It ſays nothing oi her being “ the Mother 
of Grace and Mercy, the Queen of the Gate of 
Heaven, or of her Power to deſtroy all Here- 
ſies, and bring all things to all.” | 

5. The Romaniſts pay a regard to the Reltes of the 
Saints alſo; which is a kind of Worſhip. By Relics 
they mean the Bodies of the Saints, or any remains 
ot them, or articular things belonging or relating to 
them when they were alive; as an Arm, or Thigh, 
Bones, or Aſhes ; or the Place where, or the Thin 
by which they ſuffered They wenerate theſe, in 
order to obtain the help of the Saints. And they be- 
lieve © by theſe many benefits are conferred on man- 
kind: that by theſe relics of the Saints, the tick have 
been cured, the dead raiſed, and devils caſt out.“ 

We read of good King Hezekiah, That he brake in 
pieces the brauen ſerpent which Moſes had made, 2 Kings 
XViii. 4. And the reaſon was, becauſe the children 
of 1/rael burnt incenſe to it. By looking up to this, 
the people bitten by the fiery ſerpents had been heal» 
ed. And it was preſerved trom generation to gene- 
ration, as a memorial of that divine operation. Yet 
when it was abuſed to Idolatry, he ordered it to be 
broke in pieces. And were theſe true Relics of the 
Saints, and did they truly work theſe miracles, yet 
that would be no ſufficient cauſe ſor the Worſhip 
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that is given them. Rather this Worſhip would be 
a good reaſon, according to Hezekiah's Practice, for 
g1ving them a decent interment. 

6. Let us next- conſider, what reverence the 
Church of Rome requires to be given to Images and 
Pictures. She requires “ io kiſs them; to uncover 
the head; to fall down before them, and uſe all ſuch 
poſtures of worſhip as they would do to the perſons 
repreſented, if preſent.” And accordingly “ the 
Prieſt 1s to direct the people to them, that they my 
be worſhipped.” They ſay, indeed, that “ in fal- 
ling down before the Image, hey worſhip the Saint 
or Angel whom it repreſents.” We anſwer, 1. We 
are abſolutely forbidden in Seripture, to worſhip 
Saints or Angels themſelves: Secondly, We are 
expreſsly forbidden ** to fall down and worſhip any 
image or likeneſs of any thing in heaven or earth,” 
whomſoever it may repreſent. This therefore is 
flat idolatry, directly contrary to the commandment | 
of God. „ 

7. Such likewiſe, without all poſſibility of eva- 
fon, is the Worſhip they pay to the Cro/s. They 
pray, that God may make the wood of the Croſs to 
& be the ſtability of faith, an increaſe of good 
works, the redemption of ſouls.” They uſe all ex- 

preſſions of outward Adoration, as kiſſing and falling 
don before it. They pray directly to it, ro © in- 
creaſe grace in the ungodly, and blot out the ſins of 
the guilty.” Yea, they give Latria to it. And 
this they themſelves ſay, is the Sovereign Wor- 
ſhip that is due only to God.“ 8 

But indeed they have no Authority from Scrip- 
ture, for their diſtinction between Latria and Dulia; 
the former of which, they ſay, is due to God alone, 
the latter, that which is due to Saints. But here 
they have forgotten their own diſtinction, For 
altho' they own Latria is due only to God, yet they 
do in fact give it to the Croſs, This then, by their 
. own account, is flat Idolatry. ' 

8. And ſo it is, to repreſent the bleſſed Trinity 
by Pictures and Images, and to worſhip them. Le 
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theſe are made in every Romiſh Country, and recom- 


mended to the people to be worſhipped : Altho? there 


is nothing more expreſsly forbidden in Scripture, 
than to make any image or repreſentation of God, 
God himſelf never appeared in any bodily ſhape, 
The repreſentation of the Antient of Days mentioned 
in Daniel, was a mere prophetical figure, and did no 
more literally belong to God, than the eyes or cars 
that are aſcribed to him in Scriptures. 


SE Che Es 
Of the Sacraments, 


7 HE Church of Rome ſays, ** A Sacrament 
is a ſenſible thing inſtituted by God him- 
ſelf, as a Sign anda Means of Grace.” 
The Sacraments are ſeven, Baptiſm, Confirma- 
tion, the Lord's Supper, Penance, Extreme Uncti- 
on, Orders, and Marriage.” | 
„The parts of a Sacrament are, the Matter, and 


the Form, or Words of Conſecration. So in Baptifm 


the Matter is Water; the Form, I baptize thee, &c. 
On this we remark, Peter Lombard lived about 
1140 years after Chriſt. And he was the firſt that 


ever determined the Sacraments to be ſeven. St. 


AHuſtin (a greater than he) poſitively affirms, That 
there are but two of Divine Inſtitution.” 

Again, To ſay, That a Sacrament conſiſts of 
| Matter and Form, and yet either has no Form, as 
Confirmation and Extreme Unction (neither of 
which is ever pretended to have any form of words, 
inſtituted by God himſelf) or has neither Matter nor 


Form, as Penance or Marriage, is to make them 


Sacraments and no Sacraments. For they do not 
anſwer that definition of a Sacrament which them- 
ſelves have given. 
2. However, they teach, that © all theſe ſeven 
confer Grace ex opere operato, by the work itſelf, on 
all ſuch as do not put an Obſtruction.” Nay, it is 
not enough, that we do not put an obſtruction. In 
order to our receiving Grace, there is alſo required 
| | previous 


1 
jous Inſt! uQion, true Repentance, and a degree 

of Faith. And even then the Grace does not ſpring 
merely ex opcre operato: It does not proceed trom 

the mere Elements, or the words ſpoken : But from 
the blefling of God, in conſequence ot his Promile 
i to ſuch as are qualified for it. 
| Equally erroneous is that Doctrine of the Church 
of Rome, that ** in order to the validity of any Sa- 
crament, it is abſolutely neceffary the perſon who | 
adminiſters it, ſhould do it with an holy Intention.” 
For it . that wherever there is not this Inten- 
tion, the Sacrament is null and void. And lo there 
is no certainty, whether the Prieſt, ſo called, be a 
real Prieſt ; for who knows the intention of him that 
ordained him? And it he be not, all his Miniſtrati- 
ons are of courſe null and void, But 11 he be, can 
I be ſure that his intention was holy, in adminiſtring 
the Baptiſm or the Lord's Supper ? And if it was 
not, they are no Sacraments at all, and all ou: at- 
tendance on them is loit labour. 

3. So much for the Sacraments in general, let us 
now proceed to particulars. 

« Baptiſm, ſay the Romaniſis, may in caſe of ne- 
| ceſſity be adminiſtered by Women, yea by Jews, In- 
| fidels, or Fleretics.” No: our Lord gave this com- 
| miſſion only to the Apoſtles, and their Succeſſors in 


] the Miniſtry. 
| The Ceremonies which the Roman;/ts uſe in Bap- 
: 
! 


tiſm are theſe : 

Before Baptiſm, 1. Chriſin, that is, Oil mixed with 
water 1s to be conſecrated. 2. Exorci/m, that is, the 
Prieſt is to blow in the face of the child, ſaying, 
*« Go out of him, Satan!“ 3. He craſſes the tore - 
head, eyes, breaſt, and ſeveral other parts of the 
body. 4. He puts exorcifed Salt into his mouth, ſay- 
ing. Take the Salt of Wiſdom.” 5. He puts Spit- 
tie in the palm ot his left-hand, puts the fore, finger 
of his right hand into it, andanoints the Child's noſe 
and ears therewith, who is then brought to the 
water. 

After Baptiſm, firſt, be anoints the top of the 


Child's head with Curia, as a token of Salvation: 
Secondly, 
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Secondly, he puts on him a white Garment, in token 


of his Innocence, and Thirdly, he puts a lighted 


Candle into his hand, in token of the light of faith. 


Now what can any man of underſtanding ſay, in 
defence of theſe idle Ceremonies, utterly unknown in 


the Primitive Church, as well as unſupported by 


Scripture? Do they add Dignity to the Ordinance 
of God? Do they not rather make it contemptible ? 
4. The Matter of Confirmation is the Chri/m, which 
is an ointment conſecrated by the Biſhop. The Form 
is, the words he utes in croſſing the forehead with the 
Chriſm, namely, I ſign thee with the ſign of the 
Croſs, and confirm thee with the Chriſm ot Salvation, 
in the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt.” 
Then the perſon confirmed ſetting his right foot 


on the right foot of his Godfather, is to have his 


Head bound with a clean Head band: Which after 
fome days is to be taken off and reſerved till the next 


_ Aſh-Wedneſday, to be then burnt ro holy Aſhes. 


The Roman Catechiſm ſays, ** Sacraments cannot 


be inſtituted by any beſide God.” Bur it muſt be 
allowed, Chriſt did not inſtitute Confirmation, there- 


fore it is no Sacrament at all. 


. We come now to one of the grand Doctrines of 
the Church of Rome, that « hich regards the Lord's 
Supper. This therefore we would wiſh to confider 
with the deepeſt attention. — —They ſay, In the 


Lord's Supper, whole Chriſt is really, truly, and 


ſubſtantialty contained; God-Man, body and blood, 
bones and nerves, under the appearanse of bread and 
wine.” | . 
They attempt to prove it thus, Our Lord him- 
ſelf ſays, This 7s my body. Therefore, upon Conſe» 
cration, there is a converfion of the whole ſubſtance 
of the Bread, into the whole ſubſtance of Chriſt's 
Body, and of the whole ſubſtance of the Wine into 
the ſubſtance of his Blood: And this we term Fran- 


ſubſtantiation.” | 


Let we muſt not ſuppoſe, that Chriſt 's broken, 
when the Hoſt (or contecrated Bread) is broken : 
Becauſe there is whole and enure Chriſt, _—_— 
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ies of every particle of bread, and under the ſpe- 
cies of every drop of wine.” | 

We anſwer. No ſuch Change of the bread into 
the body of Chriſt, can be inferred from his words, 
This is my body. For it is not ſaid, ** This is changed 
into my body; but This is my body: Which if it were 
to be taken literally, would rather prove the ſub- 
ſtance of the bread to be his body. But that they 
are not to be taken literally is manifeſt, from the 
words of St. Paul, who calls it bread, not only before, 
but likewiſe after the Conſecration, 1 Cor. x. 17, 
chap. xi. ver. 26, 27, 28. Here we ſee, that what 
was called his body, was Bread at the ſame time. And 
accordingly, theſe Elements are called by the Fathers, 
« the Images, the Symbols, the Figure of Chriſt's 
Body and Blood.” | 

Scripture and Antiquity then are flatly againſt 
Tranſubftantiation. And ſo are our very ſenſes. 
Now our Lord himſelf appealed to the Senſes of 
his Diſciples, Luke xxiv. 30. Handle aud fee me; 
for a ſpirit hath not Jleſh and bones, as ye ſee me have. 
Take away the teſtimony of our ſenſes, and there is 
no diſcerning a Body from a Spirit, But if we be- 
lieve Tranſubſtantiatioga we take away the teſtimony 
ot all our ſenſes. L 

And we give up our Reaſon too. For if ev 
particle of the Hoſt, is as much the whole body of 
Chriſt, as the whole Hoſt is, before it is divided, then 
a whole may be divided, not into Parts, but into 
Wholes. For divide and ſubdivide it over and over, 


and it is whole ſtill! It is whole before the divifion ; 


whole in the divifion; whole after the divifion ! 
Such nonſenſe, abſurdity, and ſelf-contradiction all 
over, is the doctrine of Franſubſtantiation! 

6. An evil Practice attending this evil Doctrine is, 
The depriving the Laity of the Cup in the Lord's Sup- 
per. It is acknowledged by all, that our Lord inſti- 
tuted and delivered this Sacrament i both kinds: give 
ing the Wine as well as the bread, to all that partook 
of it: And that it continued to be ſo delivered in 
the Church of Rome for above a thouſand 8 
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And yet notwithſtanding this, the Church of Rome 
now forbids the people to drink of the Cup! A more 
infolent and barefaced corruption cannot eaſily be 
conceived, | | 
Another evil practice in the Church of Rome, ut- 
terly unheard of in the antient Church, is, that when 
there 1s none to receive the Lord's Supper, the Prieſt 
cong:unicates alone. (Indeed it is not properly to 
communicate, when one only receives it.) This hke- 
wiſe is an abſolute innovation in the Church of God. 
But the greateſt abuſe of all in the Lord's Supper, 
is, the «vor/bipping the conſecrated bread. And this 
the Church of Rome not only practiſes, but poſitively 
enjoins. Theſe are her words, The ſame ſove- 
reign Worſhip which is due to God, is due to the 

Hoit. Adore it: Pray to it. And whoſoever holds 
it unlawful fo to do, let him be accurſed.” 

The Romanifis themſelves grant, that if Chriſt is 
not corporally preſent in the Lord's Supper, this is 
Idolatry. And that he is not corporally preſent any 
where but in Heaven, we learn from As ii. 11. 
ch. iii. 21. Thither he went, and there he will con- 
tinue till the time of the reſurrection of all things. 

7. Conſider we now what the Romanifts hold con- 
cerning the Sacrament of Penance. 

© The Matter of the Sacrament of Penance is, 
Contrition, Confeſſion, and Satis faction: the Form, 
T abjotve thee.” | 

We object to this: You ſay, ** The matter of a 
Sacrament is ſomething ſenfible,” perceivable by 
our ſenſes. But if ſo, Penance is not a Sacrament. 
For ſurely contrition is not ſomething perceivable 
by the outward ſenſes ! | 

Again, they ſay, „ Confeſſion is a particular diſ- 
covery of all mortal fins to a Prieſt, with all their cir- 
cumſtances, as far as they can be called to mind, with- 
out which there can be no forgiveneſs or ſalvation.” 

We anſwer, Altho' it is often of uſe to confeſs our 
fins to a Spiritual Guide, yet to make confeſſing to a 
Prieſt neceſſary to forgiveneſs and ſalvation, is zeach- 


ing for doctrines the commandment of mens —_ 
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make it neceſſary in all caſes, is to lay a dangerous 
ſnare both for the Confeſſor and the Confeſſed. 
They go on, The Sentence pronounced by the 


Prieſt in Abſolution, is pronounced by the Judge him- 


ſelf, All the fins of the {inner are thereby pardoned, 
and an entrance opened into heaven.” , 
We cannot allow it. We believe the Abſolution 
pronounced by the Prieſt, is only declarative and con- 
ditional. For judicially to pardon fin and abfolve the 
finner, is a power God has r=ſerved to himſelf. 
Once more. You fay, Satisfaction is a Com- 
penſation made to God by Alms, &c. for all offences 
com nitted „gainſt him.“ | | 
We anſwer, 1. It cannot be, that we ſhould a- 


tisfy God, by any of our works. For 2. Nothing 


can make Satisfaction to Him, but the obedience 
and death of his Son. | 

8. We proceed o what they call, The Sacra- 
ment of Extreme Uifion. ** The Matter, they ſay, 
of Extreme Unction, is, Oil conſecrated by the Bi- 


ſhop, and applied to the Eyes, Ears, Mouth, Hands, 


Feet, and Reins of a perſon ſuppoſed to be near 
death. The Fom is, By this holy Anointing 
God pardon thee for whatever thou haſt offended by 
the Eyes, Ears, Mouth, or Touch.“ 

We reply, When the Apoſtles were ſent forth 
they anointed with oil many that avere fich, and healed 


them: (Mark vi. 13.) uſing this as a fign of the mi- 


raculous Cures to be wrought, And St. Fames ac- 
cordingly directs, I any fick among you ? Let him 
call for the elders of the Church, let them pray over him, 
anointing him with oil in the name of the Lord. And 
the Prayer of faith ſhall ſave the fick, (ch. v. ver. 14, 
| 105 But what has this to do with the Extreme 
nction of the Church of Rome? In the firſt Church 
this Anointing was a mere Rite: In the Church of 
Rome it is made a Sacrament ! It was uſed in the firſt 
Church for the Body: it is uſed in the Church of 
Rome for the Soul. It was uſed then for the Reco- 
very of the fick; now, for thoſe only that are 
thought paſt recovery. It is eaſy therefore to _ 
; | | | that 
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that the Romiſh Extreme Unction has no founda- 
tion in Scripture, 1 | 
9. We are now to con ſider, what the Church of 
Rome delivers concerning Or dination. This, ſays 
ſhe, is properly a Sacrament. He that denies it, let 
him be accurſed.“ | | 
++ The Orders received in the Church of Rome 
are ſeven: The Priefl, the Deacon, the Subdeacon, 
the Acolythus, to carry the Candle, the Exorciſt, to 
caſt out Devils, the Reader and the Door-keeper. 
On this we obſerve, it is not worth diſputing, 
whether Ordination ſhould be called a Sacrament or 
not. Let the word then paſs; but we object to the 
thing; there is no Divine Authority for any Order 
under a Deacon. Much leſs is there any Scriptural 
Authority, for the forms of Conjuration preſcribed 
to the Exorciſts, or for the rites preſcribed in exor- 
ciling not only Men, Women, and Children, but 
likewiſe Houſes, Cattle, Milk, Butter, or Fruits, 
ſaid to be infeſted with the Devil. 
10. The next of their Sacraments, ſo called, i 
Marriage: Concerning which they pronounce 
„Marriage is truly and properly a Sacrament, He 
that denies it ſo to be, let him be accurſed.” | 
We anſwer, In one ſenſe it may be ſo, For St, 
Auſtin ſays, „Signs when applied to religious 
things, are called Sacraments.” In this large ſenſe 
he calls the fign of the Croſs a Sacrament : And 
others give this name to Waſhing the feet. But it is 
not a Sacrament, according to the Romiſb definition 
of the word: for it no more ** confers grace, than 
waſhing the feet, or ſigning with the croſs, | 
A more dangerous Error in the Church of Rome, 


is, the forbidding the Clergy to marry. ** Thoſe that 


are married, may not be admitted into Orders : 
Thoſe that are admitted may not marry : And thoſe 
that being admitted, do marry, are to be ſeparated.” 

The Apoſtle on the contrary ſays, Marriage is bo- 
nourable in all, Heb. xiii. 4. and accuſes thoſe who 


forbid to marry, of teaching doctrines of devils, How 


lawful it was for the Clergy to marry, his directions 
con- 
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concerning it ſhew, 1 Tim. iv. 1, 3. And how con- 
venient, yea neceſſary in many caſes it is, clearly 
appears from the innumerable miſchiefs, which have 
in all ages followed the prohibition of it in the 
Church of Rome: Which ſo many wiſe and good men 
even of her own Communion have lamented, 


I have now fairly ſtated, aud calmly confidered 
moſt of the particular Doctrines of the Church of 
Rome. Permit me to add a few conſiderations of a 
more general nature. 

That many members of that Church have been 
holy men, and that many are ſo now, I firmly be- 
lieve. But I do not know, if any of them that are 
dead, were more holy, than many Proteitants who 


are now with God: Yea, than ſome of our own 


Country, who were very lately removed to Abraham's 
boſom. To inſtance only in One (whom I mention 
the rather, becauſe an account of his Life 1s extant) 
I do not believe, that many of them, of the ſame 
Age, were more holy than Thomas Walſh. AndI 


doubt, if any among them living now, are more holy 


than ſeveral Proteſtants now alive. 
But be this as it may. However, by the tender 
mercies of God, many members of the Church of 


| Rome, have been, and are now holy men, notwith- 
ſtanding their Principles, yet I fear many of their 


Principles have a natural tendency to undermine 
Holineſs ; greatly to hinder, if not utterly to deſtroy 
the eflential Branches of it; to deſtroy the Love of 


God, and the Love of our Neighbour, with all Juſ- | 


tice, and Mercy, and Truth. | 
I wiſh it were pofiible to lay all prejudice aſide, 
and to conſider this calmly and impartially. I 


begin with the Love of God, the fountain of all that 


Holineſs, without which we cannot ſee the Lord. 


And what is it that has a more natural tendency to 
deſtroy this, than Idolatry? Conſequently, every 
Doctrine which leads to Idolatry, naturally tends to 
deſtroy it. But fo does a very conſiderable part of 
the avowed Doctrine of the Church of Rome. Her 


Doctrine 
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Doctrine touching the worſhip of Angels; of Saints, 
the Virgin Mary in particular ; touching the worſhip 
of Images, of Relicks, of the Croſs, and above all, 
of the Holt or conſecrated Wafer, lead all who re- 
| ccive them to practiſe Idolatry, flat, palpable Idola- 
try, the paying that worſhip to the Creature, which 
is due to God alone. Therefore they have a natural 
tendency to hinder, if not utterly deſtroy the Love 
of God. „ | | | 4] 
Secondly, The Doctrine of the Church of Rome 
has a natural tendency to hinder, if not deſtroy, the 
Love of our Neighbour. By the Love of our Neigh- 
| bour I mean Univerſal Benevolence, tender Good- 
will to all men. For in this reſpect every child of 
man, every ſon of Adam 1s our Neighbour; as we 
may eaſily learn from our Lord's Hiſtory of the good 
Samaritan. Now the Church of Rome by aſſerting, 
that all who are not of her own Church, that is, the 
bulk of Mankind, are in a ſtate of utter rejection 
from God, deſpiſed and hated by Him that made 
them; and by her bitter, (I might ſay, accurſed) 
Anathemas, devoting to abſolute, everlaſting deſtrue- 
tion, all who ne or unwillingly differ from her 
\f in any jot or tittle; teaches all her members to look 
upon them with the ſame eyes that ſhe ſuppoſes God 
ir to do: to regard them as mere fire-brands of hell, 
| veſſels of avrath, fitted for deflruction. And what Love 
can you entertain for ſuch? No other than you can 
1 believe God to have for them. Thereſore every 
- Anathema denounced by the Church of Nome, 
 X againſt all who differ from her, has a natural ten- 
dency, not only to hinder, but utterly deſtroy the 

Love of our Neighbour. | 3 
Thirdly, the ſame Doctrine which devotes to 
utter deſtruction ſo vaſt a majority of mankind, muſt 
greatly indiſpoſe us for ſhewing them the Jaflice 
which is due to all men. For how hard is it to be 
Juſt to them we hate? To render them their due, 
either in thought, word, or action? Indeed we 
violate Juſtice by this very thing, by not loving 
them as ourſelvess For we do not render ow all 
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their due; ſeeing Love is due to all mankind. If 
we owe u man any thing beſide, do we not owe this, 
to lowe one another? And where Love is totally want- 
ing, what other Juſtice can be expected? Will not 
a whole train of injurious Tempers and Paſſions, of 
wrong Words and Actions naturally follow? So 
plain, ſo undeniably plain it is, that this Doctrine of 
the Church ot Rome (to inſtance at preſent inggo | 
more) Thar ** all but thoſe of their own Church | 
are accurſed, has a natural tendency to hinder, yea 
utterly to deſtroy Fu/tzce. 3 | | 
Fourthly, It's natural tendency to deſtroy Mercy, 
is equall7 glaring and undeniable. We need not uſe 
any reaſoning to prove this: Only caſt your eyes up- 
on maiter of tat ! What terrible proots of it do we 
_ fee, In the execrable Craſades againit the Abigenſen | 
In thoſe horrible Wars in the Holy Land, where fo 
many rivers of blood were poured out! In the many | 
Millions that have been butchered in Europe, fince | 
the beginning of the Reformation: Not only in the 
open field, but in Priſons, on the Scaffold, on the | 
Gibbet, at the Stake ! For how many thouſand lives, | 
barbarouſly taken away, has Philip the Second to 
give an account to God? For how many thouſand, | 
that infamous, perfidious Butcher, Charles the Ninth | 
of France? To ſay nothing of our own bloody Queen 
Mary, not much inferior to them. See in Europe, in | 
America, in the uttermoſt parts of 4/a, the dungeons, | 
the racks, the various tortures of the Inquifition! | 
So unhappily ſtiled, he Hofe of Mercy / Yea, ſuch | 
Mercy as is in the fiends in hell! Such Mercy as the | 
Natives of Treland, in the laſt Century, ſhewed to 
myriads of their Proteſtant Country men! Such is 
the Mercy which the Doctrine ot the Church of | 
Rome very naturally inſpires |! 
_ Laſtly, The Doctrine of the Church of Rome has 
a a natural tendency, to deſtroy T7u:h from off the 
earth. What can more directly tend to this, what 
can more incite her own members to all manner of 
Lying and Falſhood, than that precious Doctrine of 
the Church of Rome, That no Faith is to be 0 
| EE with 
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with Heretics?“ Can I believe one word that a man 
ſays, who eſpouſes this Principle? I know it has 
been frequently affirmed, that the Church of Rome 
has renounced this Doctrine. But I aſk, When, or 
Where? By what public and authentic Act, notified 


to all the world? This principle has been publickly 


and opeuly avowed by a whole Council, the ever- 
renuwued Council of Conſſance — (an Aſſembly never 
to be parallelled, either among Turks or Pagans, for 


regard to Juſtice, Mercy, and Truth !) But When 


and Where was it as publickly diſavowed? Till this 
is done in the face of the ſun, this Doctrine muſt 
ſtand before all mankind, as an avowed Principle of 
the Church of Rome. | 

And will this operate only toward Heretics ? To- 


ward the ſuppoſed Enemies of the Church ? Nay, 


wh-re men have once learned, not to keep faith with 
Heretics, they will not long keep it towards Catho- 
lics. When they have once overleaped the bounds 
of Truth, and habituated themſelves to Lying and 
Diſſimulation toward one kind of men, will they nor 
eaſily learn to behave in the ſame manner toward all 
men? So that inſtead of putting away all lying, they 
will put away all Truth! And inſtead of having zo 
guile found in their mouth, there will be tound nothing 
ele therein! | 

Thus naturally do the Principles of the Romani/ts 
tend to baniſh Truth from among themſelves. And 
have they not an equal tendency to cauſe Lying and 


* X Diffimulation among thoſe that are not of their Com- 


munion ; by that Romiſb Principle, That Force is to 
be uſed in matters of Religion? That if men are not 
of our Sentiments, of our Church, we ſhould thus 
compel them to come in? Muſt not this, in the very 
nature of things, induce all thoſe over whom they 
have any power, to diſſemble, if not deny thoſe opi- 
nions, who vary ever ſolittle from what that Church 
has determined? And if an habit of Lying and Diſ- 
ſimulation is once formed, it will not confine itſelf to 
matters of Religion. It will aſſuredly ſpread into 
common life, and tincture the whole converſation. 
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Again, Some of the moſt eminent Roman Caſuiſts, 
(whoſe books are duly licenſed by the Heads of the 


Church) lay it down as an undoubted Maxim, That 


altho' malicious Lies are fins, yet officions Lies, 
that is, Lies told in order to do good, are not only 


Innocent, but meritorious.” Now what a flood-gate 


does this open for falſhood of every kind? Therefore 
this Doctrine likewiſe has a natural tendency to 
baniſh Truth from the earth. 

One Doctrine more of the Romiſh Church, muſt 


not here be paſt over, I mean, that of AZ/olution 


by a Prieſt, as it has a clear direct tendency to de- 
ſtroy both Juſtice, Mercy, and Truth, yea to drive 
all Virtue out of the World. For if a man, (and 
not always a very good man) has power to forgive 
fins: If he can at pleaſure forgive any violation, ei- 
ther of Truth, or Mercy, or Juſtice : What an irre- 
ſiſtible temptation muſ? this be to men of weak or 
corrupt minds! Will they be fcrupulous with re- 
gard to any pleaſing fin, when they can be abſolv- 
ed upon eaſy terms? And if aſter this, any ſcruple 
remain, is not a remedy for it provided? Are there 
not Papal Inaulgences to be had? Yea, Plenary In- 
dulgences ? | have ſeen one of theſe which was pur- 
chaſed at Rome, not many years ago.— This ſingle 
Doctrine of Papal Indulgences ſtrikes at the root of 
all Religion. And were the Church of Rome ever 
ſo faultleſs in all other reſpects, yet till this power 
of forgiving fins, whether by Prie/ily Abſolution or 
Papal Indulgences, is openly and abſolutely diſclaim- 
ed: And till theſe practices are totally aboliſhed, 
there can be no ſecurity in that Church, for any 
3 any Religion, any Juſtice, or Mercy, er 
ruth, | | 
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THE END. 


